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REMARKS 

A telephonic interview took place on September 19, 2007, between Examiner 
Levy, and Michael P. Byrne. 

(A) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration 
conducted; 

No exhibit was shown. No demonstration was conducted. 

(B) Identification of the claims discussed; 

Claim 1 was discussed. 

(C) Identification of specific prior art discussed; 

The art of record was discussed. CA 2,178,655 was discussed specifically. 

(D) Identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature 
discussed, unless these are already described on the Interview Summary form 
completed by the examiner; 

The Examiner indicated that claim 1 would be allowable, if amended so that the active 
ingredient is systemically acting strobilurins. 

(E) The general thrust of the principal arguments of the applicant and the examiner 

The Examiner indicated that the art of record fails to teach or to suggest systemically- 
acting strobilurins of the claimed controlled release granules. The Examiner also 
indicated that the art of record fails to teach or suggest controlled release (CR) granules 
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for soil-application obtained by applying an active-ingredient-comprising polymer 
coating to a solid carrier in a fluidized bed with a defined heat input of from about 1 1,864 
to 25,000 kJ/kg of coating polymer. The Examiner commented that the USPTO has 
made no determination of whether the claimed heat input was inherent in any prior art 
reference, and that such a determination would be difficult to make. The Examiner 
noted, however, that claim 1 is directed to a composition and not to a process. 

(F) A general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed; 

No other pertinent matters were discussed. 

(G) If appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview; and 

No agreement was reached. 
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